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Let me repeat that. Nine times in the 

last 41⁄2 years, there has been this exer-
cise to hold our military hostage for 
some other political priority by deny-
ing them funding—nine times. 

I checked, and since I have been here, 
there has been no bill—no bill—filibus-
tered more by my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle than the bill 
that would fund our military. 

Think about that. Think about that 
for a minute. This is the bill, when 
they want to leverage some other issue 
that has nothing to do with national 
security, that they pick out and they 
filibuster—nine times in the last 4 
years. 

I think it is shameful. It is politics 
pure and simple, certainly driven by 
the extreme left of their party, many 
of whom have not focused on the na-
tional security of our country and sup-
porting our troops. They are trying to 
leverage funding for our troops to gain 
political concessions on other issues. 

Here is the bottom line: The men and 
women who serve in the military don’t 
deserve this. I wish the press would 
write about it. Don’t hold your breath 
on that. 

For my part, I am going to continue 
to come down here, as I have done be-
fore on this very issue, and say: Look, 
if there is one thing we should be fo-
cused on, it is supporting our military 
and funding them and their families to 
make them ready, to make them le-
thal, to enable them to protect our 
country. 

If there is one bill in the Congress 
that we shouldn’t have filibustered 
nine times in the last 4 years, it is this 
one. But that is what just happened. 

I hope more Americans see this. Call 
your Senators who voted no today and 
tell them you don’t agree with that 
vote. You do not agree with that vote. 
I guarantee you, the men and women 
who serve our country don’t either, and 
they would appreciate if you would 
weigh in on their behalf. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
f 

REMEMBERING KAY HAGAN 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to a woman 
who was more than just our colleague. 
She was our friend, and I am missing 
my friend today. 

When I think about Senator Kay 
Hagan, I remember a lot of things. 
First was her deep dedication to public 
service. From the moment she woke up 
until the sun set behind her beloved 
Blue Ridge Mountains, Kay was fo-
cused on serving the people of North 
Carolina and the State she loved so 
much. 

It was such an honor working with 
her, especially on behalf of North Caro-
lina’s farmers, small towns, and rural 
communities that she loved so much. 
She was passionate about the health of 
the land and the people who live and 
work on it. 

Second, Kay was a fighter. We all 
knew that. Growing up between two 
brothers probably contributed to that. 
I have two brothers myself, and I can 
attest to the fact that it toughens you 
up. 

We saw that spark every day on the 
floor of the U.S. Senate. Kay had a 
deep and abiding sense of justice, and 
she stood up for North Carolina fami-
lies every single day, even when it 
wasn’t easy and even when she paid a 
political price for it. 

She stood up for expanding 
healthcare and protecting the rights of 
North Carolina women and families. 
That same fighting spirit kept her 
going through her own grueling health 
challenges. 

I had the chance to visit with her a 
couple of years ago when she was re-
ceiving treatment at a rehabilitation 
hospital in Georgia. She was working 
so hard to recover her ability to move 
and to talk, but one thing hadn’t 
changed—that spark in her eyes. 

I know I speak for all of us when I 
say that Kay’s grace and endurance 
over the past 3 years were incredibly 
inspiring. 

Finally, when I think of Kay, I think 
of kindness. In a city full of sharp 
words and even sharper elbows, Kay 
was unfailingly optimistic and an abso-
lute joy to work with. 

I know that even my Republican col-
leagues would agree with me and join 
in our sorrow over her loss. 

Kay and I happened to have daugh-
ters who were getting married around 
the same time, and as many of you 
know, mothers of brides love to talk 
about wedding plans and to share 
photos about the big day, and we 
shared a lot of photos. 

I will never forget the way her face 
would always light up whenever she 
talked about her family. She was so 
proud of each and every one of them, 
and they were proud of her too. 

In her final floor speech, Kay shared 
one of her guiding principles, a para-
phrase of Luke 12:48: To whom much is 
given, much is expected. 

This Chamber and this country are 
better for having known Senator Kay 
Hagan. She lived by that principle. She 
gave us so much, and she gave it with 
her whole heart. 

Knowing Kay was a gift, and I feel so 
fortunate to have been able to call her 
my friend. My deepest condolences are 
with her husband Chip and their chil-
dren and their extended family and 
many, many friends and her beloved 
State of North Carolina. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF LAWRENCE 
VANDYKE 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise today in opposition to the 
nomination of Lawrence VanDyke to 
serve on the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit. 

Mr. VanDyke fits neatly into this ad-
ministration’s pattern of picking Fed-
eral judges for our circuit courts of ap-
peal without meaningful input from 
home State Senators. The President 
continues to select ideologically ex-
treme nominees like Mr. VanDyke, and 
the White House is putting forward 
people without enough experience for 
the momentous roles they have been 
chosen to serve. 

Mr. VanDyke has been nominated to 
fill a Nevada seat on the Ninth Circuit 
even though he is not a Nevadan. He 
didn’t grow up in my State. He doesn’t 
appear to own property there. He 
doesn’t seem to have family ties. And 
he was an active member of the Nevada 
State bar for only 2 years. 

Senator ROSEN and I engaged with 
the White House to put forward highly 
respected Nevadans with bipartisan 
support, but our suggestions were sum-
marily ignored because the White 
House was laser-focused on Mr. Van-
Dyke. 

I want to be clear. The administra-
tion did not meaningfully consult 
about this nomination with Nevada 
Senators, and the result is a poor 
nominee. 

First and foremost, I am extremely 
concerned about the effect that Law-
rence VanDyke’s lifetime appointment 
would have on women’s reproductive 
rights in America. As Montana’s solic-
itor general, Mr. VanDyke supported 
an Arizona abortion ban. In an amicus 
brief in Horne v. Isaacson, he con-
tended that the constitutional right to 
choose should be revisited. He also de-
fended a Montana law that made it 
harder for young women in that State 
to seek an abortion, and he advocated 
for letting corporations sidestep their 
obligations to provide insurance cov-
erage for contraception. 

Based on this record, I fear that, as a 
Federal judge, Mr. VanDyke would 
limit women’s health choices in Ne-
vada and throughout the country, in-
cluding their access to birth control. 

His record on LGBTQ rights is also 
dismal. Mr. VanDyke has ties to two 
ideologically extreme, anti-LGBTQ 
groups that the Southern Poverty Law 
Center has designated as hate groups. 
Those are the Alliance Defending Free-
dom and the Family Research Council. 
These ties are hardly surprising given 
that Mr. VanDyke has opposed gay 
rights since law school, when he wrote 
an article for the Harvard Law Record. 
This is that article: ‘‘One student’s re-
sponse to ‘A Response to Glendon.’ ’’ It 
is dated March 11, 2004, by Lawrence 
VanDyke. In this article, he promotes 
the truth that same-sex marriage 
would hurt families, children, and soci-
ety. This is that article, and this is his 
quote—clearly not only his writing but 
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